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and the State may each punish the publication of
blasphemy, but the Church does it because it is an
offence against God, and because the individual
ought not to blaspheme; while the State only con-
siders that licentious attacks upon convictions which
are sacred to some of its subjects are an offence to
good feeling, and an incentive to disorder, or a cause
of undesirable acrimony. The Church punishes
sexual immorality as dishonouring to the libertine,
and the State, as a rule, only meddles with it when
advantage is taken of the young and weak, or when
there is likely to be a public scandal. The Church
denounces Sunday traffic as a breach of the fourth
commandment, and the State only proscribes it as
an encroachment. on necessary rest. The Church
almost invariably regards the marriage-tie as indis-
soluble, or nearly so ; and the State, where it is not
influenced by the Church, habitually allows divorce
in a great number of cases. It would seem, in all
these particular instances, as if the State was
deliberately substituting a lower law for a higher.
Practically, however, secular society will bear com-
parison, even on these points where it is least
exacting, with any State that was governed by the
Church in old days, taking even the times that were
best for Church discipline. In the first place, it
has never been possible to maintain the religious
ideal. Now and again history records with admira-
tion how some saintly prelate or confessor has
reproved a monarch for flagrant immorality. The
Bishop of Soissons, for instance, compelled Louis
XV. to dismiss Mdme. de Chateau-Roux and her
sister for a few days, as the price of receiving the
sacraments. Unhappily, this brilliant instance of a